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rs. Robert Fletcher Hudson 


Mrs. Hudson is Chairman of the Virginia Branch of the National Woman's 
Party which recently arranged a hearing on a bill to admit Virginia women 
to service on juries. The bill was for compulsory jury service and was 
defeated. Nevertheless, the effort received editorial support from two Rich- 
mond newspapers, and Mrs. Hudson declares that sentiment for the removal 
of discriminations in general against women in her State is growing stronger 
each day. 
The Virginia Branch also took part in the recent nation-wide celebration, 
February 15, of the birthday of Susan B. Anthony. Mrs. Hudson and Mrs. 
Elsie Graff were among those who eulogized the illustrious pioneer in 
addresses made over Station WRVA in Richmond. 
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OBJECT OF THE WOMAN’S PARTY 


The object of this organization shall be 
to secure for women complete equality 

with men under the law and in all human 

relationships. 
THE LUCRETIA MOTT AMENDMENT 
“Men and women shall have Equal Rights 
throughout the United States and every 
place subject to its jurisdiction.” 

“Congress shall have power to enforce 
this article by appropriate legislation.” 


Senate Joint Resolution Number 13 
House Joint Resolution Number 1 


Introduced in the Senate March 10, 1933, 
by Senator JOHN G. TOWNSEND, Delaware. 


Introduced in the House March 9, —— 
by REPRESENTATIVE Louis LupLow, Indiana. 
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| | Equal Rights 
Threads of Gold 


HO can question, after reading the many messages received by Doris 
W Stevens on her return from Montevideo, that the result accomplished 

was even greater than the adoption of an Equality in Nationality 
Treaty, stupendous as that was? 

Individuals are attracted to each other by the discovery of mutual and 
sympathetic understanding of some question in which both are interested. 
How much more must this be true when the representatives of great nations 
gather round a council table and, after due deliberation, enter into a com- 
pact involving reciprocal privileges and obligations. eo 

The Delegate of Guatemala hopes that success will crown the efforts of 
the Inter American Commission of Women and especially at the present 
time “when the griefs of humanity demand the collaboration of men and 
women to create on a basis of idealism and justice a happier world.” Similar 
ideas and ideals are expressed by other diplomats. 

Men, by and large, have been too much obsessed with the idea of settling 
difficulties by physical encounters. Through the messages received from the 
diplomats at Montevideo runs a golden thread showing a belief that women, 
being the more pacific sex, have a nee to make in the running of 
this war- racked world. 

It is marvelous that women should have done what has been done at 
Montevideo. It is equally wonderful that men should be so generous in their 
recognition. Together they constitute an augury of the happy days when 
justice and peace the earth. 


Be Ye F aithful 


FER many months of hard work, the Virginia Branch of the National 
Woman's Party succeeded in getting a hearing on its bill for com- 
pulsory jury service before the House Courts of Justice Committee 

of the Virginia Legislature. Reports show that the conduct of the hearing, 


as regards the arguments advanced for admitting women to the jury box, 


was in every respect admirable. Another circumstance that gave the dele- 


8 ‘gation high hope that their mission would be successful was that they had 
tte support of u distinguished newspaper columnist, himself a former member 


of the Virginia Legislature, and the editorial support of the other Richmond 
daily. 


There were no opponents of the bill except those members of the com- 


mittee who regarded it unfavorably. In fact, those who spoke at the hearing 


feel that, if the matter had been put to a vote immediately after the e 


the committee would have brought out a favorable report. 


Such experiences are disheartening. They serve to show the superior | 
advantage of an Equal Rights Amendment to the Federal Constitution over 
attempts to remove discriminations against women piecemeal through the 
action of State legislatures. Not that we mean in any way to disparage 
the latter. We congratulate the Virginia Branch on the noble effort that 
was made and the undoubted advances gained. Statewide and national—let 
us not forget the international—action must go on hand in hand, the one 
reinforcing the other. From the point of view of educating the electorate 
and gaining friends, State campaigns are undoubtedly as effective as national. 
Like the proverbial stone thrown into water and creating ripples that develop 
into ever-widening circles, a bill introduced at Richmond, Annapolis, Albany 
or Harrisburg may set forces in motion that will be felt in Washington or 
in international centres like The Hague, Geneva or Montevideo. 

We hope, in other words, that the little setback encountered by those 
who strove for jury service in Virginia—very similar to the one encountered 
by the advocates of the same measure in Maryland—will not dampen the 
ardor of those valiant workers for justice, but will be a spur to even greater 
efforts to have women admitted to full responsibility with men in the courts 
and in every other public service. 

Susan B. Anthony gave almost the whole of her mature life to the win- 
ning of the vote for women and died before it was granted. And when the 
Nineteenth Amendment was passed, it seemed like a miracle—too good to be 
true. Another such miracle occurred the other day when a handful of women 
persuaded twenty-one American Republics to adopt an Equal Nationality 
Treaty. Such miracles will happen again, overnight, in Richmond, in Wash- 
ington, almost anywhere in the world, at any instant. Blind prejudice is 
our greatest foe, but it is crumbling rapidly. Campaigns like that i in Virginia 
produce the rifts that will level the ramparts. 
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Virginia Women Ask for Jury 


HE right of women to serve on 

juries was earnestly and eloquently 

pleaded by a delegation of members 
of the Virginia Branch of the National 
Woman’s Party at a hearing, February 7, 
in Richmond, before the House Commit- 
tee on Courts of Justice of the Virginia 
Legislature. 

Mrs. Robert Fletcher Hudson is Vir- 
ginia State Chairman of the Party, and 
Eunice Gregory Dyson was chairman’ of 
arrangements for the hearing, both work- 


ing valiantly for its success. Mrs. Dyson 


is the State Legislative Chairman of the 
Virginia Branch. 

Although the bill—which had been in- 
troduced by Delegate Charles W. Moss 
of Richmond and was for compulsory jury 
servicd—was “killed” by its passage in- 
definitely without a recorded vote, there 


were indications that sentiment in favor 


of the service of women on juries in Vir- 
ginia has gained much strength in recent 
months. There were no opponents to the 
bill except among members of the com- 
mittee. In fact, the friends of the bill 
believe that, if the vote could have been 
taken immediately following the hearing, 
the bill would have been favorably re- 
ported. Chairman Vivian Page of the 
committee delayed action on it under 
the pretext that those members who were 


absent should be on hand when the vote 


was taken, although a quorum was pres- 
ent at the time. 

Among the National Woman’s Party 
members who, in addition to Mrs. Hud- 
son and Mrs. Dyson, attended the hear- 
ing, were: Mrs. Charles Krouse, Mrs. 
Percy Read, Secretary of the Virginia 
Branch; Mrs. Flow, Mrs. Benjamin 
Lovenstein, legal adviser of the Virginia 
Branch; Miss Shea, Elsie M. Graff, vice- 
chairman of the Virginia Branch; and 
Mrs. Roy K. Flannagan. 

Thomas Lomax Hunter, distinguished 
columnist, member of the staff of the 
Richmond Times-Dispatch, and writer of 
the widely-read feature, entitled “The 
Cavalier,” spoke at the hearing in sup- 
port of the bill, and on the following day, 
February 8, gave further publicity to his 
views by commenting on the hearing as 
follows: 


On Wednesday afternoon I ap- 
peared before a House committee and 
spoke in favor of a bill which would 
give to women the right to serve on 
juries in Virginia. The women are 
not courting jury service. They want 
the right to serve, and that cannot 
be denied them on any reason not de- 
pendent on prejudice. 

I do not now feel the same sym- 
pathy for women suppliants before 
the Legislature which I felt when 
they were without the -_ of suf- 


frage. What woman in this State 
has made of that right has been a 
bitter disappointment to me. 

There are more women in Virginia 
than men. They have a larger aver- 
age of literacy. If they had made 
the most of their fight to vote; if 
they had registered, and paid their 
capitation taxes and had gone to the 
polis as is their duty as well as their 
right, they would not now be peti- 


tioning the Legislature for rights 


and privileges. On the contrary, the 


Legislature would be crawling on its 


knees to them to bestow whatsoever 
favor they desired. 

Woman has the weapon in her 
hand, which, if she would use it, 
would make the most mocking and 
scornful he-lawgiver as gentle as a 
lamb with mint sauce. 

Now when a band of women ap- 
pears before a legislative committee 
asking anything, they are greeted 
with raillery and mild derision. It 
is a favorite stock argument of the 
lordly male to say to them: “You 
know that the women of Virginia do 


not want this or that.” This is not 


said to any body of men, no matter 
how small. 


The woman e for any legisla- 
tion is an object of unmasked merri- 
ment and mockery. That she should 
presume to appear in the halls is re- 
garded as a ludierous intrusion. If 
you don’t vote, you need not ask po- 
litical favors. 


Editorial support of the measure was 
also given by the Richmond News-Leader, 
February 6, the day before the hearing. 
Under the heading, “Women and the 
Law,” the News-Leader said: 


Opposition to the bill providing for 
the service of women on juries will 
probably come from the conservative 
element of Virginia women rather 


than from the legislators. Members 


of the House and Senate, we suspect, 
will be quite willing to authorize the 
drawing of women for juries. should 
the women themselves desire it, but 
some of the lawmakers will be loath 
to approve what they think the wom- 


en do not themselves desire. 


They will do well, however, to give 
ear to the interested element of wom- 
en that seeks the enactment of this 
measure. These ladies are not dis- 
posed to ask this legislation of the 
General Assembly simply because 
other States have enacted it. They 
believe that the experience of those 
States has demonstrated that, in 
many types of cases, women jurors 
contribute to sound verdicts. Noth- 
ing indicates that women jurors are 
controlled by sentiment or by emotion 
or are partial to their sex. On the 
contrary, women jurors are less apt 


* 


than are men to be influenced by the 


Circes that rely on their tears and 


their glances to win the sympathy of 
jurors. 

The News-Leader would go a step 
further than this bill. We would 
provide for the appointment of at 
least one woman commissioner in 
chancery for every court that has 
divorce jurisdiction in the larger 
cities. The number of women quali- 
fied for this duty is, of course, small 
at present. A person competent to 
be a commissioner in chancery must 
be well versed in the law. Neverthe- 


less, we are quite sure that there are 


divorce proceedings where a woman 
commissioner could discover facts 
and decide issues that the average 
man might never see. 


At the hearing, Delegate Charles W. 
Moss, who had introduced the bill, made 
a brief but forceful address, in which he 


said that the bill placed women on an 


equal footing with men as regards jury 
service. Woman suffrage, he asserted, 
had been a great benefit, and he urged 
that Virginia women were entitled to 
the right to serve on juries and were 
bound to get it. 


Mrs. Graff argued that women had 
proved their fitness for jury service in 
other States, and Mrs. Ben Lovenstein 
said that women invariably got what they 
wanted when their minds were made up. 
It was so with suffrage, she said, for 
which women had to fight to win. And 
when Chairman Page asked Mrs. Loven- 
stein, who has made a reputation as an 
able lawyer, whether women should be 


compelled to serve, her answer was an em- 


phatic “Yes.” Those women who had chil- 


dren and no one to help them to look 


out for the children could be excused from 
jury service, Mrs. Lovenstein replied, when 
Chairman Page pressed her on that point. 


“Men plead business and are © excused,” 
she said. 


Thomas Lomax Hunter 0 he was in 
favor of giving women everything they 
wanted. Asked if he would be willing to 
prohibit suits for non-support, he replied: 
“Most women support families.” As in 
his editorial comments, cited above, Mr. 
Hunter deprecated the fact that women 
had not taken full advantage of the vote. 
If they had, there would have been some 
women on the committee he was address- 
ing, he averred. 


Mrs. Percy Read said there was a great 
deal of difference between disqualification 
and exemption from jury service, and 
Mrs. Roy Flannagan bluntly told the com- 
mittee that it would be “just plain dumb” 
of them to fail to report the bill. 


Besides arranging the delegation for 
the jury service hearing, the Virginia 
Branch took a conspicuous part in the 
nation-wide observance of the birthday of 
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Susan B. Anthony. Among the events of 
the birthday program in Virginia were 
two broadcasts over Station WRVA in 
Richmond, one by Mrs. Hudson and the 
other by Mrs. Graff, as follows: 


MRS. HUDSON: 


Susan B. Anthony, the great Eman- 
cipator of women, was born in 
Adams, Massachusetts, February 15, 

1820. To her pluck and ability, more 
than to any other person, we must 
attribute the fact that the Nineteenth 
Amendment finally became a part of 
the Federal Constitution. Equal 
Rights. was not @ new thought with 
Miss Anthony. The idea was a very 
old one. It was recorded that in 
France a strong appeal was made 
for social justice for women at the 
time of the French Revolution. But 
many years prior to this, suffrage 
had been given serious consideration 
in America. 


MRS. GRAFF: | 


This day Susan B. Anthony was 
eulogized in the Congress of the 
United States. She was not there in 
the flesh, as she passed into the great 
beyond 28 years ago—and yet the 
memory of this great woman grows 
brighter as the days and years mul- 
tiply. 

At 86 years of age, looking eter- 
nity in the face, she said, “I’ve been 
striving for 60 years for justice.” 
Susan B. Anthony, in closing her 
very last speech in Washington, said, 
“Failure is impossible.” What a 
slogan this would be for the Ameri- 
can people of today! 4 


25 But right triumphed and the name 


of Susan B. Anthony will adorn the 
pages of history when the names of 
those who opposed her have long 
since been forgotten. 

No doubt, William Lloyd Garrison 
summed up her life well in his poem 
dedicated to her on her 80th birth- 
day, when he said: | 


Equal Rights 


“The gibe and ridicule and social 
frown 
That through long years her faithful 
life assailed, 
Are dead and vanished; as a queen 
now hailed, 
Upon her reverend brow rests honor’s 
crown. 
A faith that faced all adverse for- 
tune down, 
A courage that in trial never failed, 
A scorn of self that grievous weight 


entailed, | 
Have blossomed into laurels of re- 
nown. 
As, after days of bitter storm and 
blast, 
The chilling wind becomes a breeze of 
Billows subside, and sea-tossed ves - 
| sels cast 3 
Their anchors in the restful harbor 
calm, 


So this brave life has gained its 
haven blest, | 

Bathed in the sunset glories of the 
west.“ 


Distinguished Collaborators Aid Equality Victory 


OST impressive and significant 

was the cooperation with the 

Inter American Commission of 
distinguished delegates at the Montevideo 
Conference. From them and others in 
South, Central and North America mes- 
sages of congratulation and good wishes 
poured into the headquarters of the New 
York City Committee of the National 
Woman’s Party, both at the time of and 
since the recent “Victory Dinner” given 
in honor of Doris Stevens on her return 
from Montevideo. The dinner took place 
January 29 at the Park Lane in New York. 


We regret that we can publish only a 
few of these messages which came to 
Miss Stevens, Jane Norman Smith and 
others on the Dinner Committee of Wel- 
come and that, in some cases, on account 
of lack of space, we cannot give more than 
excerpts: | 


I regret very much that I cannot be 

present personally to tell you how greatly 
those of us who observed the Inter Amer- 
ican Commission of Women during the 
Seventh Conference appreciate its mag- 
nificent work, and I had the special pleas- 
ure of seeing first-hand the intelligent 
direction of Miss Stevens. We were proud 
to co-operate with the Commission in giv- 
ing greater equality to women. 

“I hope my Government and Congress 
will ratify promptly the Equal Nation- 
ality Treaty and I also hope that in the 
near future we shall have the honor and 
the pleasure of having a conference of 
the Inter American Commission of Women 
meet in Guatemala City in the further 
pursuit of its work. 


(Signed) Atrrepo SKINNER KLEE, 
Foreign Minister of the Republic 

of Guatemala and Chief of 
the Guatemalan delegation to 
the Seventh International 
Conference of American 
States. 

January 17, 1934. 


Montevidec 
Viontevideo 
January 17, 1934. 
Miss Doris Stevens, 
Chairman of the Inter American 
Commission of Women. 

At the moment of taking leave of my 
many companions of the journey and col- 
leagues in the Seventh International Con- 
ference of American States, it gives me 
genuine pleasure to: express to you my 
deep admiration for the wisdom and tire- 
less energy with which — without ever 
departing from the natural grace of the 
beautiful sex—you upheld at Montevideo 
the rights of women and snatched victory 
from a desperate situation. 

I must not fail to record that master 
quality—intuition—which you, possess in 
a very high degree and which makes it 
possible for you to guess the most secret 
thoughts of the adversaries of Feminism, 
anticipate and to annihilate their action. 

Having followed closely the battle 


which vou led on behalf of your sex, and 


having been a witness to the dramatic 
sessions in which the equality of rights 
and nationality of women were chal- 
lenged, I am obliged to confess that with- 
out your great qualities and your perfect 
psychological understanding of inter- 
national diplomacy, in which these ques- 
tions were enmeshed, Feminism would 
have been forever crushed at Montevideo. 
The Commission, over which you pre- 
side with so much tact and prestige, will 
advance in power for a long time still 
to come, under your expert direction. 

Believe, Miss Chairman, in my heartiest 
congratulations and in my respectful 
sympathy. 

(Signed) ANTOINE PrERRE-PAUL, 
Delegate for Haiti to the Seventh 
Conference. 

(M. Pierre-Paul is the leader of the 

Workers’ Party of Haiti, was formerly 


member of the Chamber of Deputies and 


was exiled and imprisoned for his mili- 
tant protest against United States inter- 


vention.) 


* 
My enthusiastic and warm greetings 
to the Inter American Commission of 


Women, whose delegation to the Seventh 
International Conference of American 
States knew how to raise high the name 
of the women of our America, as I was in 


a position to appreciate, since I had the 


good fortune and the high honor of pre- 
siding over the Third Commission which 
was charged with the civil and political 
rights of women. | | 

My fervent prayers that the most bril- 
liant success shall always ‘crown the ef- 
forts of the Inter American Commission 
of Women, the more so at the present 
time when the griefs of humanity demand 
the equal collaboration of men and wom- 


en to create on a basis of idealism and 


justice a happier world. 
(Signed) GoNZALRNZ Campo, 
1 Delegate of Guatemala. 

January 17, 1934. 

(Sr. Campo is Secretary of the Treas- 
ury of Guatemala and was the Secretary 
of the Commission in the Fifth Pan Amer- 
ican Conference in 1923, which took the 
first steps toward equalizing the position 
of men and women through Pan Ameri- 
can Conferences.) | 

* * 


I congratulate warmly the Inter Ameri- 
can Commission of Women and especially 
its Chairman, Miss Stevens, for the splen- 
did work realized since its creation, in 
favor of the rights of women, work 
which brilliantly culminated at. the 
Seventh Pan American Conference with 
the adherence of 20 nations to the prin- 
ciple of equality in nationality and with 
the signature of four countries to the 


Treaty guaranteeing civil and political 


equality. 

I believe that this victory will cause 
genuine rejoicing among those who de- 
sire the rule of social justice which can- 
not exist without giving women an equal 
place with men in all their rights. 

(Signed) M. Corprro Reyzs, 

Delegate of Nicaragua to the 
Seventh Pan American Con- 
ference and Member of the 
Third Commission. 

January 17, 1934. 

(Sr. Reyes is Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court.) | 
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It gives us great pleasure to send you 


tonight our appreciation of the enthusi- 
asm and efficiency of the Inter American 
Commission of Women through its repre- 
sentatives at the Seventh International 
Conference of American States. It showed 
that the women of this continent have 
arrived at a maturity of spirit which de- 
serves all the rights they demand. 
J. Crpriano Castro, 
CASTELLANO Rivas, 
ALLAGANO, 
Members of the Delegation of El 
Salvador to the Seventh Pan 
American Conference, 
January 17, 1934. 
* 


* * 


Miss Doris Stevens. 


My Distinguished Colleague: 

Upon returning to my country after 
finishing my work in the Seventh Con- 
ference at Montevideo, I feel it is my 
final duty to reaffirm here the splendid 
and fruitful labor consummated by this 
nucleus of valiant women, who in this 
Congress defended the rights of women 
with all their heart. I feel that no other 
representation could better have em- 
bodied the ideals defended by the Com- 
mission, nor could any one have defended 
with greater ardor than you the interests 
which were entrusted to you. 


Believe me, | 
Your devoted 
ALBERTO GIRAUDY, 
President of the Cuban Delegation 
to the Seventh Pan American 
Conference. 

January 18, 1934. 

(Formerly J udge of the Court of Cien- 
fuegos and Secretary of Labor in the 
Cabinet of ee President Gran San 
Marth.) 

Los Angeles, California, 
January 29, 1934. 

We congratulate Doris Stevens and 
the Inter American Commission of Wom- 
en on their splendid victory at Monte- 
video. The women of today honor their 
ability, persistence and courage and ap- 
plaud their success. Through their ef- 
forts the women of tomorrow will live 
in a world much nearer the goal of equal 
legal rights and equal opportunity. 

ALRIRTA GUpn Lynca, 
President Women's Legislative 
Connell of California. 


Newcastle, Delaware, 
January 29, 1934. 
Delaware Branch joins me in con- 
gratulations and grateful acknowledge- 
ment to you on your magnificent work at 
Montevideo. 


FLORENCE Bayarp HILLxS. 
* * * 


Washington, D. C., 
January 29, 1934. 
Love and greetings and gratitude from 
all of us who wish we could be with you 
tonight. 
ANITA POLLITZER. 
* * 


New York, 
January 29, 1934. 
Regret inability to personally attend 
dinner honoring you and the achievement 
of women in Montevideo. Please accept 
my tribute of congratulations and mutual 
elation. 
LILLIAN A. GaRING, 
Vice-Chairman State 
Committee. 
* * 
New York, 
January 29, 1934. 
Unfortunately and very regretfully it 
is necessary for me to leave for Chicago 
on urgent business and I cannot therefore 
pay tribute to you this evening. You de- 
serve better than the best. My affection- 
ate regards. 
| RiIcHAnͤůD C. Patrerson, JR. 
* * * 
Washington, D. C. 
January 29, 1934. 
Congratulations and greetings. I 5 
to hear your wonderful story. Sorry 
cannot be present. Affectionately, — 
Nina ALLENDER. 
Washington, D. C., 
January 29, 1934. 
We all send our love to one of the grand 
women of the world. 
Inis WALKER, 
Mary PALuxn, 
FREDERIC C. Howe. 


New York City, 

January 29, 1934. 
Heartiest congratulations to Miss Doris 
Stevens on her fine and efficient work in 


Montevideo. Regret illness prevents my 


attending dinner. | 
AnnIE S. PEcK. 


THE WOMEN’S PEACE SOCIETY > 
20 Vesey Street, 
New York, N. Y. 


January 29, 1934. 

Though unable to honor you with my 
presence tonight, I am with you in spirit, 
as are millions of inarticulate women the 
world over, and glory in your carrying 
on the fight for absolute legal equality 
of the sexes, 

A fair field and no favor. Not handi- 
capping “protection,” but Equal Rights. 

With hearty congratulations on your 
victory at Montevideo and best wishes for 


the future, 
Kitry Marion. 
Washington, D. C., 


January 21, 1934. 
Lou certainly did splendid Work 


| congratulations and love. 


JULIA Emory. 


Washington, D. C., 

January 21, 1934. 
4 —_ of sympathy and appreciation 
of all that you have done and joy in your 


achievement .. there will be a regal 
welcome to you here. With abiding love, 
* 


Winter Park, Florida, 

December 29, 1933. 
Your victory is perfectly magnificent! 
I would give anything in the world to be 
in Washington when you get back to hear 
your account of it... thank you for 


every woman in the world. With my fond 


and proud love, yours ever, 
Eunice Dana BRANNAN. 


New York, 
January 5, 1934. 
Congratulations on your wonderful 
work in Montevideo. 


Ad NAS M. JRNRS. 


* * * 
New York 
You are perfectly magnificent. 
Ruta Has, 
New York. 
* * 


Warmest blessings and congratulations 
on realization of your life's ambition. 
FID Maton. 


The Case for Women Jurors 


N 27 States women are disqualified for 
jury service because of their sex. Yet 
the right of a trial by a jury of one’s 
peers has been jealously guarded by Eng- 
lish speaking people since the signing of 
the Magna Charta in 1215. This right is 
guaranteed to all citizens by the Consti- 
tution of the United States. 


According to the great English jurist, 
Blackstone, the father of English com- 
mon law, free and trustworthy human 
beings were qualified for jury service. 
Women were excluded because of a “de- 
fect of sex.” 

The United States Supreme Court fol- 
lowing in the footsteps of Blackstone 
has held that a State cannot bar colored 


By Alma Lutz, 
Member of the National Council and 
Chairman of the Literature Committee 
of the Woman's Party 


(This is the first instalment of this 
article; the second and final instalment 
will appear in neat week's Equa RIOHTS.) 


men from jury service because it would 
brand them as an inferior class of citizens 


and deprive them of the equal protection 


of the laws which is guaranteed by the 
Constitution, but it has stated that certain 
restrictions might be put on jury service, 
such as limiting it to males. (Strander 
vs. W. Va.) Thus women as a sex have 


been denied the equal protection of the 
laws. 

A jury should represent a cross section 
of public opinion and it cannot do this 
unless it includes both men and women. 
Women are citizens and as such are en- 
titled to a trial by a jury of their peers. 


Being ineligible for jury service because 


of their sex, women are branded as in- 
ferior citizens, and it follows that when 
they submit to trial before a male jury, 
they are being tried by their superiors, 
not their peers. 

The ban on women jurors was removed 
in the State of Washington in 1911, in 
Kansas in 1912. In some States the 
qualifications for voting are also quali- 
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fications for jury service. As these States 
enfranchised their women, they also made 
them eligible for jury service—Nevada, 
1914, Michigan, 1918. After the passage 
of the Woman Suffrage Amendment to 
the Federal Constitution, Arkansas, Dela- 
ware, Indiana, Iowa, Kentucky, Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, in 1920, at once included 
women on juries. By special legislative 
enactment women became eligible for 
jury service in California in 1917; in 
Louisiana, Maine, Minnesota, New Jersey, 
North Dakota, Oregon, Rhode Island, 
Utah, and Wisconsin in 1921. Since then 
no jurisdiction has granted jury service 
to women except the District of Columbia. 
The question was referred to the voters 
of Illinois in 1930, approved by them, 
and then declared unconstitutional. 
That 27 States still withhold from 
women the right of a trial by a jury of 
their peers, is not due to dissatisfaction 
with jury service for women in States 
where it has been tried, but rather to in- 
difference and conservatism. Men in gen- 
eral feel that it is an unimportant ques- 
tion. Conservatives, always opposed to 
change, put forward the same old senti- 
mental arguments which were used 
against woman suffrage. A few, because 
they fear that with women on juries con- 
victions will be surer and penalties more 
severe, fight to keep women out of our 
courts. In New York, Maryland, and 
Massachusetts, jury bills have been intro- 
duced year after year only to be shelved 
by legislators who have felt that they had 
weightier matters to consider. In Massa- 
chusetts, in 1931, the Woman’s Party, 


tiring of the procrastination of the Legis- 


lature, financed a test case based on the 
statute which subjects to jury service 
persons “qualified to vote for representa- 
tives to the General Court.” The League 
of Women Voters co-operated to the ex- 
tent of filing a brief. The Supreme Court 
of Massachusetts ruled that women were 
ineligible for jury service under that 
statute because trial by jury both at 


985 common law and in the Federal Consti- 


tution is held to mean a trial by a jury 
of twelve men. The United States Su- 
preme Court refused to review the case, 
again denying to women the equal pro- 
tection of the laws. 


LL of the time-honored objections to 
woman jurors have been disproved 

in the States where women now serve. 
Women have been thought too emotional 
to weigh the evidence and give fair ver- 
dicts. Experience with women jurors has 
proved that they are no more sentimental 
or emotional than men and often less so. 
G. A. Youngquist, former Assistant Attor- 
ney-General of Minnesota, says: “I have 
always found women jurors attentive, in- 
telligent, and fair. They are probably 
less susceptible to pleas of sympathy than 
are the men. I have seen them return to 


the jury box with tears of sympathy in 
their eyes but a verdict of guilty in their 
hands.” 7 

“Women have served on both grand 
and traverse juries in this court for more 


Daughter of the ancient Eve, 

We know the gifts ye gave and give; 

Who knows the gifts which you shall give, 
Daughter of the Newer Eve? 

—Francis Thompson. 


than seven years,” says Judge Arthur J. 
Tuttle of the United States District 
Court, Detroit, Michigan. “We keep the 
number about equal between men and 
women. Our system has been a success, 
and the women have been capable, satis- 
factory jurors. On the whole, I should 


say that one was as satisfactory as the 


other. They are both likely to get cry- 
ing and forget the facts and law. The 
only difference is the men are likely to 
ery over the good looking young ladies 
and the women over the good looking 
young men. By having a mixed jury their 
prejudices balance in some cases and 


better verdicts are obtained than with a 
jury made up entirely of men or entirely 


of women.” 


ROM his experience with women 
jurors, Governor Langer of North Da- 
kota has come to the conclusion that they 
are more hard-hearted and colder blooded 
than men. “TI believe,” he says, “that if 
I were to be tried for a serious crime, I 
would rather have 12 men serve on the 
jury than 12 women.” 
Judge Jeremiah Neterer of the United 
States District Court, Seattle, Washing- 


ton, says: “My experience covering many 


years with jury trials has shown that 
women jurors function in an admirable 
fashion. They seem to have the faculty 
of many times looking through the legal 
technical web of a proposition to the right. 
My experience has not shown that they 
are carried away by sympathy or preju- 
dice but rather determine matters upon 
the merits of the issue under considera- 
tion.” | 
After experience in the courts of Penn- 
sylvania as a juror, Imogen B. Oakley 
writes in the North American Review: 
“A suspicion that had been growing in 
my mind since my first days in the court 
room was. .. men are the emotional 
sex. Having been brought up in the 
orthodox faith that it is my sex that is 
ruled by its emotions, my amazement was 
great to find men jurors more susceptible 
than women to emotional oratory, and to 
learn from other women jurors that we 
are all of one mind as to the apparent in- 
ability of our masculine associates to 
grasp the elementary fact that the more 
pathetic the lawyers’ appeals, the weaker 
the evidence 


A distinguished mem- 


Equal Rights 


ber of the Philadelphia bar has spoken 
to me of the consternation felt by the 
average attorney when for the first time 
he confronts in the jury box ‘the un- 
relenting logic of the feminine mind’.” 


N the opinion of Florence E. Allen, 

Justice of the Supreme Court of Ohio, 
women jurors are not particularly senti- 
mental. “They are much like men,” she 
says, “in their usual reactions to evidence, 
but they are marked by a notable desire 
for law enforcement. For my part, I be- 
lieve that the participation of women in 
the courts, not only as attorneys, prose- 
cutors, and judges, but as jury women, 


has immeasurably raised the tone of the 


administration of justice.” 

Women’s lack of business experience is 
often advanced as an argument against 
jury service for women on the grounds 


that they would not be able to under- 


stand the evidence presented in certain 
cases. Contrary to expectations, how- 
ever, women have proved to be well quali- 
fied for the task. 


WELL-KNOWN business man in 

Minneapolis, Minn., who has served 
regularly as a juror for the last thirty 
years, has made these observations: “Like 
many other men of the old school I was 
formerly adverse to the employment of 
women as jurors, but since serving with 
them on several occasions I have entirely 
reversed my opinion. Strange to say, the 


average woman juror, despite the fact of 


more than half of them having no busi- 
ness experience, grasps the import of a 
case more intelligently than the average 
man juror. I attribute it to the fact of 
their being good listeners, extremely con- 


scientious; and, while knowing little or 


nothing about law or business, they show 
very good reasoning power. I was re- 


cently on a case which lasted nearly a 


week and the arguments presented by a 
woman juror, whose employment was of 


aà minor capacity in a local laundry, 


astounded me. She was a woman of 
limited education and had worked since 
early girlhood, Furthermore, she had 
never served as a juror before that time. 
While the foregoing is an outstanding 
case, nevertheless I had similar experi- 
ences with women on other cases where 
sound judgment was needed.” | 

“T have tried numerous cases with 
mixed juries,” says Judge Gustave G. 
Gehrz of the Circuit Court, Milwaukee, 
Wisconsin. My close observation has 
convinced me that women make very good 


_ jurors. They are attentive, observing and 


just. Our special verdict system affords 
a very satisfactory test of the intelligence 
and sense of fairness of jurors. When 
polis are taken after the jury agrees, the 
judge is readily enabled to learn the views 
of the several jurors upon the several and 
many times complex issues of fact sub- 
mitted for jury determination. I have 


* 
4 4 
4 
7 
* 
1 
a 
7 
7 
* 


March 3, 1934 


frequently noted with gratification that 
women jurors have solved such issues 
with fine understanding of the trust- 
worthy evidence and with commendable 
consistency. I willingly express my en- 
tire support of the women jury system.” 


66 Y experience in the North Dakota 

courts,” says Russell D. Chase, 
State’s Attorney, Jamestown, N. D., “con- 
vinces me that women as jurors make very 
satisfactory and efficient triers of fact. 
For several years we have had an average 
of from three to five women on each of 
our jury panels. In civil cases I have 
found that the average woman juror de- 


cides the issues solely upon the evidence 


heard in court and is not swayed by 
prejudice.” 

Women are less inclined than men to 
render extravagant verdicts because as 
budgeters of the family they have been 
trained to careful spending. They have 
fewer business and political prejudices 
than men and are less stubborn as they 
have learned to make concessions to reach 
agreements. They are not inclined to play 
cards or throw dice to decide their votes. 


Those opposing jury service for women 
think they are playing their trump card 
when they argue that women must be 
protected from the revolting evidence 
which they would hear in a court room. 
Women have never been able to get away 
from the facts of life and have never 
been as ignorant of them and of what they 
involve as some people would have us 
suppose. Court evidence is certainly no 
more contaminating than life; no more 
contaminating, if as much so, as the 
lurid stories of the press read avidly by 
men and women alike. 


Women are of inestimable value in 
trials for crime against young women and 
girls. In such cases the court room is 
usually filled with curious men and, when 
in addition there is a male jury, it is 
difficult to get women witnesses to repeat 
the revolting details of such crimes and 
to get convictions. When there are women 


Don't Be a 


“HE fear that 

Leech” the present 
* t 

New York Sun, sophomore class a 


Barnard may one 
day become merely 
a group of secre- 
taries and assistants to the present soph- 
omore class at Columbia was expressed 
by Dean Virginia C. Gildersleeve of Bar- 
nard in an address to the sophomores 
this week. She was giving her young 
hopefuls a bit of sound advice about 
choosing careers. 
One reason why men occupy the best 
posts,” she told them, “is that women 


February 22, 1934. 


on the jury, witnesses are better able to 
give their testimony. 


66 OMEN on the witness stand 

speak more freely and frankly to 
a jury on which there are women,” says 
Judge Florence E. Allen of Ohio. “The 
presence of women jurors in such cases 
has stopped the sneering of the unfeeling, 
and the kindly motherly sympathy of sev- 


eral women in the jury box drew from the 


witnesses the necessary details of testi- 
mony which made possible conviction.” 

The Minneapolis business man who has 
been quoted before and who has served 
as a juror for thirty years has this to 
say on the subject: “By some it has been 
argued that on cases involving revolting 
evidence, women should not be drawn. 
It happened that I was on such a case. 
The sexes of the jurors were divided. 
We discussed in the jury room minute 
and intimate details quite openly and 
without embarrassment and had no dif.- 
ficulty in arriving at a just verdict, which 
apparently coincided with the Court’s 
opinion. In my mind, I liken a woman 
juror in handling unpleasant subjects to 
a hospital nurse who has a job to perform 
and she faces the music, regardless of its 
unpleasant aspect.” 

Over and over again we hear the re- 
frain, “Women do not want jury service.” 
Women as a whole are public-spirited and 
are always ready to do their part in 


raising the standard of civilization. In 
States where they have been eligible as 
jurors, they have served willingly and 
have made fewer requests for exemption 
than men. The custom of the court is 
to excuse women if they have small chil- 
dren demanding their attention. Men are 


excused for business reasons. The general 


opinion is that the best results are ob- 
tained when jury service is compulsory 
for all citizens and there are no special 
exemptions for women, with, however, 
excuse from service for both men and 
women for legitimate reasons. 


Many women find jury duty a holi- 


Press Comment 


take short cuts in professional and tech- 
nical training.” She pointed out that 70 
per cent. of the Columbia students go on 
from college into professional training. 


Only 50 per cent. of the Barnard girls do 


this. And where does that leave the 
girls’. Obviously, one rung below the 
boys, and somewhat at their beck and call. 

Dean Gildersleeve urged that every 


girl prepare for a career, as well as for 


marriage. She felt that the combination 
of the two was quite possible and quite 
ideal. “Don’t,” she said, “be a trying 
female who clings like a limpet or a leech 
to other members of the family.” 


39 


day from household routine. The fee is 


money wholly their own. With it they can 
employ someone to look after their fami- 
lies while they are in court or they can 
buy something for themselves or for the 
home. Women of the well-to-do and 
wealthy classes, who have more leisure 


than the average business man, have an 


opportunity in jury duty to serve their 
communities in a more practical and 
fundamental way than arranging charity 
balls or in doing haphazard social service 
work. Jury duty has an educational 
value. It widens women’s experience and 
forces them to think in terms of society 
as a whole. They find that a few days 
spent in court are more constructive and 
of more service to humanity than months 
Spent in club work. They see that by 
jury duty and proper enforcement of the 
law they protect their children as much 
as watching over them in the home. 
Opponents of jury service for women 
express great concern over the unfortu- 
nate plight of women if a case should 
drag on for weeks. Their anxiety is 
wholly unwarranted. The matter has 
been easily taken care of in States where 
women serve on juries. Women bailiffs 


are appointed to take charge of the wom- 
en. Special rooms are provided in court 


houses for women jurors. When a case 
continues for several days or more, wom- 
en jurors are quartered in comfortable 


hotel rooms. There is no cause for alarm 


“ever in cases where a mixed jury is 
obliged to spend a night in one room with 
a curtain separating men and women. 
For years, men and women have been 
traveling in Pullmans at night without 


endangering their morals or ann 
their sensibilities. 


J OME States have persistently pleaded 

J inadequate court-house facilities and 
lack of funds to make improvements. 
However, now there is no excuse. With 
so much money expended in public works 
for unemployment relief, a small amount 
can be apportioned to court-houses for 
much needed improvements. 


Times Have ASHINGTON, 
Changed Feb. 15 (AP). 
The New York 

memory of Miss 
Times, 


Susan B. Anthony 
February 16, 1966. were paid in Con- 


gress today, the oc- 


casion being the 114th birthday anniver- 


sary of the suffragette who died twenty- 
eight years ago. Representative Edith 
Nourse Rogers of Massachusetts delivered 
the eulogy in the House. Praising Miss 
Anthony in the Senate was Senator Cap- 
per of Kansas. Times have changed since 
she stumped that State in the sixties. 
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Ruth Taunton al Maud Younger 
Featured 
ROM the Bulletin of the Business 
Women's Legislative Council of 
California we learn that Ruth Taunton, 
who recently returned to California from 
Washington, D. C., after an extended 
service as headquarters secretary for the 
National Woman’s Party, was the. fea- 
tured speaker at the January 11 meeting 
of the Anaheim (Calif.) Business and 
Professional Women’s Club. 
Maud Younger, Congressional Chair- 
man of the National Woman’s Party, 


who had been spending the holidays at 


her home in Los Gatos, Calif., went to Los 
Angeles to speak at the Business Wom- 
en’s Legislative Council meeting on Jan- 
uary 19, held at the Women’s Athletic 
Club. An enthusiastic and earnest group 
greeted her there, and following her ad- 
dress many questions were asked. The 


Council felt it a great n to * = 


her as their guest. 


Dr. 
66 ONSUMBRS’ PROBLEMS” was 
the subject of an address by Dr. 

Elinor Pancoast of the Economics De- 
partment of Goucher College, Tuesday 
afternoon at the meeting of the Baltimore 


Branch of the Woman's Party. Mrs. J. 


William Funck, the chairman, presided. 


Government Workers’ Council 
LEANOR NELSON, Assistant Direc- 


tor of Publicity of the United States 
Women's Bureau and Chairman of the 
Civil Service Re- instatement League, was 
the principal speaker at the February 
meeting of the Government Workers’ 
Council, held at Alva Belmont House, 
Thursday evening, February 15. Miss 
Nelson spoke on the work of the Re-in- 
statement League, which was organized 
when, through the application of the so- 
called “Economy Act” in the Government 
departments, hundreds of employees with 
long service records and high efficiency 
ratings were forced out of the service to 
make way for inexperienced non-classified 
workers. She said that, computed on the 


basis of such records as it has been pos. 
sible to obtain, approximately 12,000 


workers, many of whom are married 
women, have been dismissed from the 
Government service since January, 1933, 
while in the same period 40,000 have been 
added to the Government pay-rolls, main- 


ly in the new recovery agencies, consti- 


tuting the most serious attack that has 
ever been made on the Civil Service sys- 
tem. The objectives of the League are to 
obtain the re-instatement of all Civil 
Service employees dismissed under the 
Economy Act, and the repeal of Section 
213. 


Amd shares the problems of all time 


tary showed that the response from wom- 
en’s organizations all over the country 
to the Council's letter soliciting their co- 
operation in its fight for the repeal of 


Section 213 have been particularly en- 


couraging and have given assurances of 


a widespread interest in the subject and 


pledges of assistance. From women’s 
clubs and associations of women teachers 
and nurses in twenty-two. States, from 
Maine to California and from Washing- 
ton to Alabama, have come replies such 


as the following: 


“Needless to say, our club as vitally 


nn in this matter.“ 


WOMANHOOD AT. 
MONTEVIDEO 


By William Kimberly. Palmer 
Chicopee, Mass. 


© not in vain Brave Women stood 
As champions of womanhood; — 

And winning from reluctant men 
Their Heaven-born rights on earth again. 
80 on, and widen yet your lives, 
Mothers and sisters, ‘sweethearts, wives; 
No narrow limits God gave ye 

Who nurture all humanity. 

Nor can true peace bide on this earth, 
‘Till man admits your vital worth; 


oy “Our club has decided to write our Rep- 
resentatives asking them to support the 


repeal of the bill you wrote us about.” 


„We have already written our Repre- | 
‘sentatives in Congress 


such a measure.“ 

“A telegram has been sent 1 our Con- 
gressman asking that he support the re- 
peal of the Economy Act as it affects 
married women in Government positions.” 

We are very ready to help in any way 
we can to repeal the law barring certain 
married women from work in the Govern- 
ment service.” 

Our organization will do n 
possible to help out, for the reaction of 


Seetion 213 of the Economy Act has al- 


ready been the subject of discussion by 
many business firms and, as many of our 
members are married, it will eventually 
cause them trouble. We are doing our 
small part to break down all discrimina- 
tions ‘put over’ on women under the guise 


of protection.” 


“Our association is always glad to co- 
operate in worthwhile movements, and 
especially in this one which is of vital 
interest to us all.” 

“At a meeting on January 4, our as- 
sociation went on record to demand a 
repeal of this law from the next session 


“on the alert to 
repetition of the recent attempt (frus- 


News from the Field 


The report of the Corresponding Secre- 


of Congress our Representative. 

“Our federation has taken its stand on 
behalf of the employed married woman. 
We shall be glad to support you in what- 
ever you undertake to do.“ 

“At the regular meeting of our club, 
January 9, your communication of the 
4th was read .... and a unanimous vote 
was passed to comply with your request 
at once. In accordance with that vote, a 
letter has this day been written to our 
Representative,” 

We are vitally interested, and hope 
it is not too late to do something that 


will be effective.” 


“Complying with your request of the 
Ath, we have written our Congressmen 


and Senators, urging their support to the 

repeal of the law which denies to certain 

married women in the Government service 
| * right to paid employment.“ 


The Committee on Membership reported 
the addition of new members in New Or- 
leans, La.; St. Louis, Mo.; Chicago, III.; 
Los A Calif.; and Dallas and Fort 
Worth, Texas; also the organization of 


a branch Council in Fort Worth. 


The Congressional Committee of the 
Government Workers’ Council of the 
Woman's Party has been watching for 
any possible opening to get a repeal 
amendment introduced, and has also been 
see that there was no 


_ trated by prompt action of the Council) 


to attach to an appropriation bill an 


amendment which would have had the 


effeet of removing from the Government 8 
pay -rolls all employees whose husbands 


or wives are in the service. 


Subscibe for EQUAL RIGHTS 


$2.00 a Year 


19 West Chase Street Baltimore, Md. 


LITERATURE 


Facts About Wage-Earning Women...... ic 
3 12 s Work Be Regulated by 
Ww 


5e 
Minimum Wage Legislation. .. . 
National Labor Legislation. . . . .. 


The Equal Rights Amendment and 
Protective Legislation le 
Quantities at Reduced Prices. 
Write 
LITERATURE CHAIRMAN 


National Woman’s 8 
Washington, D. C 


DAY PRINTING COMPANY 
PUBLICATIONS AND BOOKS 
600 East Lembard Street 
Baltimore, Md. 


14 
Eq 
| 
> 
| 
| 
„5 | — 
Ty 
j fiie 
| 
j 
5 
* 
5 


